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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112, Second paragraph 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and 
distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

Re claim 1, it is not clear what is meant by "hi response to a teleconference set-up 
command received at said teleconference platform". It cannot be seen how a platform 
can receive a command. 

Claims 2-13 depending on claim 1 are therefore similarly rejected. 

Re claim 4, there is insufficient antecedent basis for "said data network 
commands" in the claim. 

Claim 5 depending on claim 4 is therefore similarly rejected. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102(e) that form 

the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
122(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for 



Application/Control Number: 09/931 ,428 Page 3 

Art Unit: 2662 

patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United 
States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for 
purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the 
international application designated the United States and was published under Article 
* 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

4. Claims 1, 2, 4, 5, 15 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being unpatentable 
over Cruickshank (US 6816468). 

Re claim 1, Cruickshank discloses a teleconferencing system allowing data 
communication with a data network (providing conference call capabilities using a data 
network for call set-up, column 2, lines 18-21). Cruickshank discloses a 
computer/telephony system in communication with a voice and a data network {providing 
voice and data communication paths from voice and data communication networks to an 
individual's communications device, figure 1). Cruickshank discloses teleconference 
bridge server and audio bridge between PBX and a computer/telephony system 
{providing a teleconference platform coupled between a communication device and a 
teleconference-enabled switch, figure 1, column 2, lines 24-35). Cruickshank discloses 
teleconference bridge server routing a call from a caller to PBX (in response to a 
teleconference set-up command received at the teleconference platform from 
communications device via the data communications network, forwarding the set-up 
command to the teleconference-enabled switch, column 9, lines 17-23). 

Re claim 2, Cruickshank discloses transmitting a call through voice 
communication network (in response to receiving the set-up command at the 
teleconference-enabled switch, extending outbound calls over the voice communication 
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network to conference call participants, column 9, lines 24-26) and bridging the 
outbound calls together to form a conference call (column 10, lines 34-37). 

Re claims 4, 5, 15 and 19, Cruickshank discloses audio bridge (a network 
controlling server/a computer/telephony interface server) translating teleconference 
commands from the data communication network into telephony-based teleconferencing 
commands and transmitting the telephony-based teleconference commands via the voice 
and data communication network to the teleconference-enabled switch (column 5, lines 
32-35; column 9, lines 17-26). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived 
by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 3, 6-14 and 16-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cruickshank in view of Szurkowski (US 6417933). 

Re claims 3 and 16, Cruickshank fails to provide a database of directory listings at 
the teleconferencing platform including individual and group listings of names and 
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telephone numbers to facilitate the selection of participants for a teleconference call. 
Szurkowski discloses a teleconferencing server with administrator processor containing 
names and phone numbers of conference attendees (figure 2). It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Cruickshank to include a database of directory listings for conference attendees 
so that Cruickshank' s teleconference bridge server can provide secure teleconferencing 
by facilitating teleconference calls only for numbers listed in the directory. 

Re claim 6, Cruickshank fails to provide a scheduling element at the 
teleconferencing platform for retrieving requested conference call time and listing of 
participants associated with the teleconference command and scheduling the 
teleconference call, in response to a teleconference command request received from a 
remotely located user. Szurkowski discloses administrative processor in teleconferencing 
server informing voice bridge of teleconference schedules including the time for each 
teleconference (column 3, lines 18-20). It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Cruickshank to 
include administrative processor of Szurkowski to schedule teleconference call requested 
by a client at remote site. The motivation is to manage a teleconference call efficiently 
by reserving a specific telephone number and time of the teleconference. 

Re claims 7 and 11-14, Cruickshank fails to provide a notification element at the 
teleconferencing platform for notifying each participant of the time and data for the 
conference call over the voice network by way of paging, voicemail and a fax. 
Szurkowski discloses a teleconference server comprising of voice bridge, facsimile 
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bridge and paging communications sever (figure 1; column 3, lines 13-18). Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify Szurkowski to perform the function of notification of time and data 
for the conference call over the voice network of Cruickshank by using paging, voicemail 
and a fax server. The motivation is to reach scattered participants of a teleconference call 
with diverse communications devices in order to meet their communication requirements 
for contact preferences. 

Re claims 8-10, Cruickshank fails to send notification over the data 
communications network to at least one participant by way of an email and instant 
messaging. Szurkowski discloses a teleconference server comprising of email processor 
(figure 1, element 139). Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Szurkowski to perform the 
function of notification of time and data for the conference call over the data network of 
Cruickshank by using an email server. The motivation is to reach scattered participants 
of a teleconference call with diverse communications devices in order to meet their 
communication requirements for contact preferences. 

Re claim 1 7, Cruickshank fails to provide a scheduling element for storing 
requests for conference call time and a participant listing for each stored request and a 
notification element for sending a conference call alert to each participant included in the 
participant listing. Szurkowski discloses administrative processor in teleconferencing 
server informing voice bridge of teleconference schedules including the time for each 
teleconference (column 3, lines 18-20). It would have been obvious to one having 
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ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Cruickshank to 
include administrative processor of Szurkowski to schedule and notify teleconference call 
requested by a client at remote site. The motivation is to manage a teleconference call 
efficiently by reserving a specific telephone number and time of the teleconference and to 
allow conference participants to check in the teleconference on the scheduled date and 
time. 

Re claim 18, Szurkowski fails to provide a scheduling element including a 
response module receptive to return information from participants and modifying 
information in the participant listing accordingly. However, it would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify 
Szurkowski to include an editing module to modify information in the participant listing. 
The motivation is to convey information in regarding to teleconference to the participants 
with correct address so that information is not sent out to wrong and unauthorized users. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

• US Patent (6690654) to Elliottet al 

• US Patent (6823047) to Cruickshank 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Hong Cho whose telephone number is 571-272-3087. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri during 7 am to 4 pm. 



7. 



8. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on 571-272-3088. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-3088. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAER only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Hong Cho 
Patent Examiner 
4-8-2005 




